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1. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection based on Nakano (and secondary 
references), in light of the amendment, have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's arguments are addressed in the context of the rejection. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 2 and 5 are again rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nakano. 

Reviewing the system of Nakano (noting particularly Fig. 6), it includes a signal input for 
receiving an analog signal having a synchronizing characteristic (RF signal sent to elements 5-7; 
col. 4 lines 6-14 describing sync data of the input signal); a first reference clock generator 
arrangement (22, 23) that is based on the disk medium and independent of the input signal; a 
second reference clock generator arrangement (24, 25) coupled to and a function of the first 
clock generator arrangement; signal processing section (5, 6, 9) including plural AID converters 
5 and 6 that are coupled and responsive to the second clock generator arrangement (in which the 
second clock is independent of the input signal, as noted previously), for sampling and 
processing the input analog signal in accordance with a sampling rate and an appropriate signal 
standard (an inappropriate standard would not provide adequate system operation); wherein the 
sampling frequency of the A/D converters assume that of the second clock generator 
arrangement, as shown. 
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Applicant basically argues that since clock signals G and I (initially described in 
reference to the arrangement shown in Fig. 1) are generated by clock pit extraction component 
22 (in the embodiment shown in Fig. 6), then they are fundamentally derived from the original 
input signal stored on the disk, which therefore indicates that the pair of clock signals cannot be 
considered being independent of a synchronization characteristic of the input analog signal. 

The examiner counters by pointing out that the arrangement shown in Fig. 6 in fact has 
separate signals at separate respective inputs. A first input signal is applied to stage 22 and a 
second input signal (corresponding to applicant's claimed "signal input ...synchronizing 
characteristic") is applied to parallel stages 5-7. A reasonable interpretation of applicant's claim 
1 and a reasonable application of Nakano's Fig. 6 embodiment allows one of ordinary skill in the 
art to consider the clock signals as being derived from the first signal applied to input stage 22. 
The terminal that splits into stages 6-7 can be considered as corresponding to applicant's claimed 
analog signal input, which is a different input signal from that applied to stage 22. Reference 
clock signals G and I derived from stage 22 are independent from the other input signal (and 
accompanying synchronization data) that are separately applied to stages 5-7. 

As for the now considered limitation regarding the A/D converters being clocked by 
respective plural clock signals, that is met by stages 5 and 6, which operate at frequencies 
corresponding to their sampling rates (col. 5 lines 8-10). As explained above, their clock signals 
are independent from the analog input having a synchronization characteristic because they have 
been derived from a separate and different input signal. Nakano also applied optimal sampling 
to minimize negative effects on the analog due to digitization (e.g. col. 2 lines 52-56). 
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As for claim 2, the processing section (which includes separate parallel channels having 
separate respective A/D converters) receives separate analog signals, the analog signals having 
sync characteristics (noted above), and the reference clock signal (of both the first and second 
clock arrangements) is independent of the sync characteristics. 

As for claim 5, the signal processing section (5,6, 9) extends to a decoding processing 
stage (not shown), and the processing section processes a digital signal (after the conversion) 
having a sync characteristic (the digital signal derived from the input analog signal having the 
sync characteristic), and the reference clock is independent from that sync characteristic since it 
is derived from the disk medium, explained previously. 

3. Applicant argues along the same line regarding the rejection based on obviousness 
applied to claims 6, 7, 9, 1 1 and 12. The examiner accordingly counters using the same reason 
given in the rejection above. 

The following rejection is repeated from the last Office action thereby consolidating all 

issues. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6, 7, 9, 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakano in view of Hedlund et al. (both of record). 
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As for claims 6 and 9, since Nakano does not specify the signal type he processes in disk 
storage system, he thereby gives an implicit suggestion that any well known information signal 
would have been obvious to store on and reproduce from his disk (his system is designed for 
real-world signals in practical applications). It would therefore have been obvious to process 
audio, video and other data types in such a disk recording system, as is taught by Hedlund, who 
points out that any of various signal types can be recorded and reproduced from disk, and using 
any suitable manner (col. 2 lines 17-31). 

As for claims 7 and 1 1, the processing section (which includes separate parallel channels 
x having separate respective A/D converters) receives separate analog signals, the analog signals 
having sync characteristics (noted above), and the reference clock signal (of both the first and 
second clock arrangements) is independent of the sync characteristics, as discussed above. 

The initially received analog signal can be a television signal, as taught by Hedlund 
discussed above, thereby meeting claim 12. 

1 . Claims 3, 4, 8 and 10 remain allowable over the prior art. 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
•examiner should be directed to Victor R. Kostak whose telephone number is (571) 272-7348. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 6:30am-3:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this final action should be mailed to: 

Box AF 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 13-1450 
Or faxed to: 
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(571) 273-8300 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (703) 308-HELP. 



Victor R. Kostak 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 



VRK 



